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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

The Amendment filed on 7/1/2004 under 37 CFR 1.131 has been considered but is 
ineffective to overcome the Barrett et al reference. 

AppHcant argues that Barrett does not disclose or suggest that the modifying is performed 
within the script portion of a document to link to an intermediary server. 

Apphcant also argues that Barrett does not disclose how links are modified i.e. scanning 
or searching the document to modify the URLs. 

Applicant further argues that Barrett does not suggest replacing a predetermined function 
or property statement with a set or get cookies function call. 

As per Applicant's argument that Barrett does not disclose or suggest that the modifying 
is performed within a script portion of a document to link to an intermediary server, Examiner 
directs Applicant to Table 1, which states that the action of the document editor is to modify 
documents, which can be applets. Therefore, Barrett does teach that scripts are modified. 

Examiner would like to further clarify that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made that scripts are included in html documents, 
therefore modifications on HTML documents will resultingly modify scripts^ . Eich et al teach 
that scripts are included in HMTL documents and include URLs (Eich et al, page 210). 

As per Applicant's argument that Barrett does not disclose how links are modified, 
although the steps of scanning and searching are not explicitly stated by Barrett et al., official 

' Eich, Brendan et al, Netscape Navig ator, Netscape Navigation Corporation, 1996, Moimtainview, CA, pages 24, 
210. 
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notice is taken that it is old and well known in the networking art that in order to redirect a 
document it is advantageous and common practice to scan and search for the URL that is to be 
replaced. 

As per Applicant's argument that Barrett does not suggest replacing a predetermined 
function or property statement with a set or get cookies function call, Examiner asserts that 
cookies are replaced in the HTML document (section 3.3.1). Function and property statements 
are common to scripts (Eich et al., page 210) and therefore, official notice is taken that it is 
common and well known in the networking art that in order to replace a cookie, predetermined 
function or property of the original request must be modified. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barrett et al^. 
As per claims 1, 10, 16, 17, 20, and 21, Barrett et al teach a method for modifying a 
markup language document comprising: 

- receiving the markup language document at an intermediary server, the markup language 
document having at least a script portion including at least one link to a resource (page 



^ Barrett et al, "Intermediaries: new places for producing and manipulating Web content", Computer Networks and 
ISDN Systems, North Holland Publishing. Amsterdam, NL, vol. 30, no. 1-7, 01 April 1998, pages 509-518, 
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510, column 1, lines 22-45; page 512, column 1, lines 42-44; Figure 1; Figure 5B, Table 

1); 

locating hostnames of Universal Resource Locators (URLs) constructed or to be 
constructed within the script portion of the particular HTML document (figure 3 and 
associated description; Table 1); and 

- modifying the at least one link within the script portion of the markup language document 
to link to the intermediary server (page 510, column 1, lines 22-45; page 512, column 1, 
lines 42-44; Figure 1; Figure 5B, Table 1, see explanation above). 

Barrett et al do not explicitly state that hostnames of URLs are located within the document. 
However, the "Request Editor" described by Barrett et al in Table 1 "redirects the request to a 
new URL". Official notice is taken that it is old and well known in the networking art that a 
hostname must be located within the web document in order to redirect the URLs to the 
intermediary server. 

As per claims 2 and 22, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1 and 20, 
wherein the markup language document is being requested by a client, the method being 
performed further comprising: 

- delivering the markup language document to the client after the modifying (page 510, 
column 1, lines 22-45; page 512, column 1, lines 42-44; Figure 1; Figure 5B, Table 1). 
As per claims 3, 12, and 23, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1,10, and 

20, wherein the markup language document is a HTML document (page 512, column 1, lines 17- 
30; page 514, column 1, lines 1-5). 
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As per claims 4, 1 1, 24, and 30, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1,10, 
20, and 21, wherein the modifying comprises: 

scanning the markup language document to locate the script portion (page 512, column 1, 
Unes 17-30); 

searching the script portion to locate a hostname (page 512, column 1, lines 17-30); 

- producing a replacement hostname for the located hostname (page 512, column 1, lines 
17-30); and 

- replacing the replacement hostname for the located hostname (page 512, column 1, hues 
17-30, section 3.3.1). 

Although the steps of scanning and searching are not explicitly stated by Barrett et al., 
official notice is taken that it is old and well known in the networking art that in order to redirect 
a document it is advantageous to scan and search for the URL that is to be replaced. 

As per claims 5 and 25, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 4 and 24, 
wherein the located hostname is associated with the remote servers, and the replacement 
hostname is associated with the intermediary server (abstract). 

As per claim 6 and 26, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 5 and 25, 
wherein the located hostname is part of the link (Table 1). 

As per claims 7 and 27, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 6 and 26, 
wherein the link is a Universal to Resource Locator for the another resource (Table 1). 

As per claims 8 and 28, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 5 and 25, 
wherein the markup language document is a HTML document (page 512, column 1, lines 17-30; 
page 514, column 1, lines 1-5). 



/ 
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As per claims 9 and 29, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1 and 20, 
wherein the hostname is associated with the remote servers (Table 1). 

As per claims 12 and 31, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1 1 and 30, 
wherein the markup language document is a HTML document (page 512, column 1, lines 17-30; 
page 514, column 1, lines 1-5). 

As per claims 13 and 32, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1 1 and 30, 
wherein the predetermined function or to property statement pertains to setting or getting a 
cookie (page 513, columns 1 and 2, section 3.3.1). Examiner asserts that cookies are replaced in 
the HTML document (section 3.3.1). Function and property statements are common to scripts 
(Eich et al., page 210) and therefore, official notice is taken that it is common and well known in 
the networking art that in order to replace a cookie, predetermined function or property of the 
original request must be modified. 

As per claims 14 and 33, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1 1 and 30, 
wherein the predetermined function or property statement pertains to initiating a request (Table 
1). Examiner asserts that as the packet being modified is a request, the statements within the 
packet pertain the initiation of the request. 

As per claims 15 and 34, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claims 1 1 and 30, 
wherein the predetermined function or property statement that returns a Universal Resource 
Locator (Table 1). The logic of claim 13 applies to this limitation (see Eich et al, page 210). 

As per claim 18, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claim 17, wherein the 
predetermined function or property statement pertains to setting or getting a cookie (page 513, 
columns 1 and 2, section 3.3.1). Examiner asserts that cookies are replaced in the HTML 
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document (section 3.3.1). Function and property statements are common to scripts (Eich et al., 
page 210) and therefore, official notice is taken that it is common and well known in the 
networking art that in order to replace a cookie, predetermined function or property of the 
original request must be modified. 

As per claim 19, Barrett et al teach the method as recited in claim 17, wherein the 
predetermined function or property statement pertains to initiating a request (Table 1). Examiner 
asserts that as the packet being modified is a request, the statements within the packet pertain the 
initiation of the request. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
AppHcant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shabana Qureshi whose telephone number is (703) 308-61 18. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30am to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on (703) 308-6662. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 
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Examiner 
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